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INTRODUCTION

Charles Ford.1 If this be, as it is alleged to be, an auto-
graph of Swift's, it presents a curious problem, for Swift
was never in France.

There are three other letters signed "Jonathan Swift,"
now in the possession of the Duke of Buccleuch, which, at
first sight, suggested a similar problem. They were written
to John, Duke of Montagu, who was then on the Continent,
on 31 July, 12 August, and i October of the same year
as the Paris letter, viz. 1713; and they all purport to
be written from England. Yet in July, 1713, Swift was in
co. Meath, as can be abundantly proved from his corre-
spondence, and from his account-books, which leave us in
no doubt as to his movements, and as to the places from
which he addressed his correspondents. This fact imme-
diately suggested a doubt as to the authenticity of the
Montagu letters, and the doubt is reinforced by a study of
their contents. They deal with matters in which Swift can
hardly be supposed to have taken any interest, such as the
improvements on the Duke of Montagu's estate, and we
have no reason to suppose that the Dean was an intimate
of the Duke at any time. An inspection of the autographs,
which I was permitted to make by the courtesy of his
Grace the Duke of Buccleuch, confirms the judgement
which Mr. Elrington Ball had independently reached, viz.
that these letters are not the Dean's. The handwriting is
wholly unlike Swift's; the signature in full is not in his
manner; nor was it his custom to address his letters as
these are addressed In the circumstances it has been
thought best to exclude these three documents from Swift's
correspondence, but as they have been admitted as genuine
by those responsible for the Report on the Duke of
Buccleuch's manuscripts,2 they are printed in an Appendix
to Vol. II of this edition for die convenience of students.

No new letters have been discovered to explain the exact

1 In 1909 this letter was in the possession of Mr. Sabin of 172, New
Bond Street, hut it is now in America.

See Report of Hist MSS. Commission, vol. i, p. 359.Is loped that before his work is concluded he may be permitted to
